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THE ANTI-UNION. 



TRICE Q.d, 



Saturday^ 2<)th, December 1*7^3 . 



No. II. 



IF any of you knowrcaufe orjuji impediment ivhy thefe two may not he lawfully joined 
*' together i let him now fpeak, or elfe hereafter for ever hold his peaces — this is the lafi 
<' time of ajking" Prayer Booh 

« For he ye well affured^ that fo many.as are coupled together ^ otherwife than as God^s 
" word doth allow^ are not joined together hy God^ neither is their matrimony lawful'*^ 

Ibid, 



Ta THE PEOPLE of IRELAND. 



Mi 



Lust // mt be- the height of folly to part with 
the management of eur own concerns for ever?' 
This is a difficulty upon the queftion of ari 
Union, fuggeifted by your new friehd, and dif- 
intereftefi: advifer, the Englifli under-fecretary, 
in his celebrated pamphjet upon that fubjeO:. 
Liften, my countrymen ; liften with patience, 
if you can, to the Englifli fecretary's folution 
of this difficulty. After an Union thall pafs, 
he tells you, " wc fliall have Irirtimen in the 
originating Cabinet of Great Britain, we.fliall 
liave a number of Irifli reprefentatives, in pro', 
portion to our relative confequence, in the Parlia- 
ment of the empire. Our aflFairs will be then 
difcufled by our own members, in the pre-, 
fence of the wifeft and freefl: affembly, which 
ever exifted, where our intereft is their inte- 
rcft, our profperit'y their prolperity, our power 
ihcir aggrandizement, and where,' of courfe, 
the anxiety for our welfare muft be as great in 
thp Britiih as in the Irifli part of the Legif- 
lature." 

Arc "you not convinced, my countrymen, 
do you hefitate to execute the deed, which, 
while it configns you and' your pofterity to the 
condition of eternal infancy or eternal dot- 
ngo, at the fame time fecures to you, in per- 
petuity fecures to you, guardians and truftees. 



fo pure, fo difinterefted, and fo, vigilant, that 
you may for ever fleep in fecurity, and enjoy 
thefe golden dreams, which the fimple Englifli, 
who tranfaS their own aflfeirs, will - be toiling 
to realize ? With Irifli advocates to plead 
our caufe, and having for our Judges the wifefl 
and freefl ajfembly which ever exijled, where our 
snifrpjl . is thoif Sifters flt our profperity their 
profperity, and our power their aggrandizement t 
muft wc not become the envy of all nations ? 
Surely it mufl; be faQion, or fpleen, or difaf- 
feflion, or narrow-minded jirejudice, that can 
raife any objeftion to this new mode of odminif- 
tering the confiitution. 

But may it not be, fuggefled with deference 
to thd'patriot fecretary, that there is a profu- 
fion of kindnefs to this country in the medi- 
tate'd arrangement? The Iiifli members, how- 
ever their zeal for Ireland may be quickened 
by refidehce in England, and their intercourfe 
with the originatingcabinet, never can carry any 
Legiflative meafure, and as mere advocates, I 
doubt whether a few. Englifli barrifters, as oc- 
cafion might require, fee'd for the purpofe, 
might not, with as much effeft, and more 
ceconomy, promote the Interefts of Ireland, at 
the Bar of either Houfe qf Parliament, parti- 
cularly 99 they would have to addirefs' them- 
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felves to men intere{l::d and prejudiced in fa- 
vour of their clients. — I r,m afliamcd, my 
countrymen, of this puny fophiftry — Is it not 
known, that national infult is highly mifchiev- 
mv', and that to treat the underftanding with 
contempt is the moft galling of all infults? 
But we lire called upon to difcufs this queftion 
with temper, and however tiifficult a cotnpli- 
ance may be to Iri/h feelings upon fiich' a fub- 
jefl:, 'we ftould comply.' 

To .the cbjecElion, that our rjcprefenfatives 
cannot carry any meafure in the united'Legif- 
lature, from their comparative inferiority of 
nunibers, it is anfwered, " that Yoikfliirc may 
equally complain." Though I_ do not admit 
the reafoning, I adopt the cafe as fairly illuf- 
trative of the queftion. I readily admit,' that 
from the heceflar'y fubjeflion of each part to 
the whole of a nation, fuch a complaint fi om 
Yorkfliire would be highly abfurd, and that it 
would be equally abfurd from Ireland, after a 
LeglJIathe Union. I go further— I do alTcrt, 
that there are numerous claiTcs of men in Eng- 
land, totally unreprcfcnted in Parlianncnt. who 
yet fuftain no real grievance, and who have 
no fubftantial ground of complaint ; the pro- 
prietor of terms for years, the copy- holder^ 
the owner of chattle interefts of every kind, 
and various other claffcsof non-eleftors might , 
be enumerated. I do not fay, that the elec- 
tive franchife ought not to be extended to fuch 
men ; but if it ought, it is upon the ground of 
general policy, and not that they {cquire it 
Jor their fafety or proteCkion. 

Why is Yorkfhire fecure, though its repire- 
fentatives be merged in the general Parliament, 
and why is the non-cle£lor of England fafe, 
though he be totally unrepfefented ? Becaufe 
the Engli(h Legiflature cannot have any temp- 
tation or motive to injure Yorkfliire, or the 
non-eIe£lor of England, whofe profperity and 
fecurity muft depend upon the condition of the 
nation at large. This appears to me to be fo • 
plain, that I am of opinion, that a county of 
England might be totally disfranchifed with 
little or no detriment, except what it'roight 



fuffer !n common with the reft of the nnilon, 
from the dangerous precedent, and the polTiblc 
future abridgement of the^ reprefentation c.f 
England, to' a degree inconfiftent with the li- 
berties of the" nation, and the principles of the 
Britifh conftitution. 

But when it -is admitted',, that each compor 
nent part of. an' incorporated nation muft fub* 
mit to the uncontroulable' fiipremacy of thS 
whole, and that any given county of England 
would be fafe'- under fuch- fupiemacy, even- 
though it were totally unreprefented, does it 
follow that Ireland ought voluntarily to form a 
connexion, ./» whl ch fuck fuhje£i ion and dependence 
muji be necejfarily incident ?' Or, (which muft 
determine the former queftion) have we, from 
■ a fair review of paft events, and a candid ex- 
amination ' of our prefent ftate, - reafonable 
ground, independent of the patriot fecretary's 
aflurance, to conclude that the Britilh parliament 
would feel towards us, as towards an Englifh 
ftiire, and confider our iniereji as their intereft, 
our profperity as their profperity, our power as 
their aggrandizement ? if wc iiavc not, it muft, 
indeed, be the height of folly, to part "jjith the 
management of our own concerns for ever. 

The advocates- for an Union, are fo fenfi- 
ble of this, that they contend, that itneceffa-^ 
rily flows from the nature of a Legiflative 
Union, and is a political axiom, not requir- 
ing proof (they certainly have not as yet offer- 
ed any) that after fuch an Union Ireland be- 
ing identified in intereft and Conftitution with 
Great Britain, muft be equally attended to, 
and equally cheriftied, by the common Le- 
giflature. I confefs I am.fo dull, and fo un- 
enlightened, by Caft^e logic, that I cannot 
perceive, either intuitively or demonftratively, 
the truth of this propofition. It certainly is 
not univerfally true, that all countries Legifla- 
tivcly United, or incorporated, muft have ^a 
common intereft ; and that the common Le- 
giflature muft equally confult the profperity of 
every part. I Ihall put a cafe : — Would the 
Legiflative. incorporation of America with 
Great Britain, by admitting deputies from the 



forfticr into the Britifh Pa-liament, produce 
the alleclged efFdft ?' America thought other- 
wife, and received the projeft for it was pro- 
jeQed,} with derifion. Would a Legiflative, 
or an incorporate Union (the world isjnuch 
given to metaphor, which often leads to er- 
ror) between Fiance and England, fo iden- 
tify their inte'refts^ that equal culture and pro- 
teStion would ' certainly follow ? Certainly 
not ; the habits and fentiments which prevail- 
ed for centuries, would not vanifli before the 
magic of a name j and- the. greater country 
would be every thing, and the leflcr country 
nothing. Identity of intereft, mutually and 
clearly felt and underftbod, fhould be the an- 
tecedent caufe, the bafis and foundation- of 
every fuch Union, and not chimerically pur- 
fued as its fruit and confequence. The belt 
writer in fupport of an -Union, has told you,, 
that tbe generojity of nations it the dream of fools. 
Perhaps the fame opinion might .be pronoun- 
ced .of.their unfan£}ioned juflice.' Whatever in 
found policy and enlightened wifdom might be 
the truth of the cafe, if the fuperior country 
conceived it to bo- her intereft to opprefs or- 
impoverifh the inferior, the latter would be op- 
prefled and impoveriflied. No human- pre- 
caution could prevent it, and nothing but re- 
volution couhl rcdrcfs it* 

But wc are told, that after an Union -the 
laws enabled will be miverfal, equally afFefling 
the three united nations, and confequently 
equally benefitting them. Here again you are 
attempted to be irapofed upon by a found. 
Who will guarantee that, all future laws will 
be univerfal ? But fuppofe it fufirciently fe- 
curcd,' does it follow that a commercial regu- 
lation,, which will benefit, England,' muft be- 
nefit Ireland equally — or that Ireland cannot 
be injured by a tax or; a reflxiSioa upon any 
Ijranch of - manufaflure or commerce, by 
which England will not be equally wounded,?. 
Would it be imppffible, .for inftance," to ena^ 
n law, or impofe a tax, which fhould purport 
c<iualiyi to bind any manufa£lurer of linen, or 
of woollen, or of cotton, in the united nations. 



without producing the fame effc£l In each 
country? As long as from climate, foil, ac- 
cident, or habit, different manufactures (h"jll 
be jn a different flate of culture in each coun- 
try—that is as long as the world will !afl 

it-'will be eafily praSicable for the dulieft 
Chancellor- of the Exchequer to crufh the 
commerce of our ■ nation, without affecting 
Great Britain, except as far as {lie will be in- 
terefled in our general' profperity, by laws and 
regulations which will be nominally and appa- 
rently equal and univerfal.- — Illuflrations are 
obvious, and wouldbe endlefs. 

Thefe principles are derived from- the im- 
mutable nature of man. Weigh them well, 
niy countrymen-^— confuk • your hiftory, and 
examine your' profpeSs calmly, and firmly, 
and then decide whether you ought, in an hour 
afHiffion-,- in a paroxifm of defpair, to re- 
nounce all your boafled and fruitful acquifi- 
tions in commerce and conflitution, and. con- 
ftgn your poflerity for ever to the guardianfhip 
of Great Britaiti — to rely, implicitly upon her 
goqd faith,, her fiflerly affeSion, .her fvmpj- 
thy, or herfelf-love. 

Is iti my countrymen', really and in truth 
the cafe, that the identity of intereft after an 
Union mufl be fo clearly felt and underflood 
by Great Britain, that fhe never can con- 
ceive it pofTible that fhe could be- exalted, 
vfhile you are degraded? You are not con- 
fined to delufive theory, or fableifh conje6ture, 
upon that fubjefl. You have long lived un- 
der the foflering protedion of a fupreme 
Legiflature- over both countries ; and you 
have furvived it. During that difmal period, 
that more than polar night, even while the 
Legiflative fupremacy of Great Britain wa3 
controuled by a National Senate — more' con- 
trouled than - under any modification of an 
Union it can poflibly be in future— what was 
your condition ? Did you really grow with 
the growth, and- flourifh. with the profperity 
of Great Britain ?. If' I anfwer this queftion ; 
if 1 enter into a detail of- your fituation for 
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centuries, under a more fecure arrangement 
than that propbfed, the PatFiot Secertary will 
fay I am intemperate ; I am faSious ; I am 
inflaming the people to fedition ; I am infi- 
nuating ideas dangerous to theconnediort with 
Great Britain. 

To the prefent fafe and honourable con- 
neftion, I am perfuaded* the virtue, talents 
and property of .the nation, with very little 
exception, are devotedly attached. But I am 
equally convinced that a recurrence 06 the 
ftate of fordid dependence, from which wc 
fo lately emerged, or of a fimilar ftatc, even 
under the moft plaufible guife,, would alienate 
the affections of this country for>ever; and 
that the projeQors of an: Union, while they 
are impofing ideal bonds of conne£tion, are 
fowing the feeds of bfting difgiift and aliena- 
tion. The dulleft man muft foon fee, if lie 
has not already feen it, that a Legiflative 
Union will leave us in a more dependent 
and unproteSed ftatc, than we were in be- 
fore the Volunteers of Ireland (as the Patriot 
Secretary ftates it) took advantage of the .dif- 
ireffii of the Empire, to' ajfert the independence 
ef our Parliament. The comparifon is fimplo 
and eafy. There is fomcthinfj common, and 
fomething peculiar in each ftate. By the laf- 
ter, their relative value muft of courfe be efti- 
mated. The Britifh Parliament, confifting of 
five hundred Britifti Senators, may be truly con- 
fidercd in each fyftem, as the common fountain 
of power. In each ftate there is a peculiar cor- 
reQive to this power. In our former dependent 
ftate, three hundred Iriftimen, cxerclfiiTg what 
may be called a concurrent jurifdidion within 
the heart of this kingdorh, reftrained the ex- 
cefles of that power, and finally ftvook off its 
fuprerfiacy, without a convulfion. In onr 
new conneftion, at the utmoft one hundred 
probably of the fame three hundred will hs 
blended with the five hundred Britifli fena- 
tors; and if they are fo difpofed, will have an 
opportunity of ^trying their jpowers of perr 
(iiafion in favour of Ireland.- I cannot hefi- 
tatc to prefer the. former corre&ive to the , 
latter •, and rather than fubmit to an Union, I 
would implore the Legiflature to re-enai^ the 



6th Geo^ I. and leave us in poffeflion at Icaft 
of our former Conftitution. 

What a fad alternative has the raftinefs of 
a few political projeSors, impofed upon every 
loyal and feeling fubje^ of this realm, who 
fincerely loves Britifli connexion and Irifli 
liberty, and knows and feels that they are 
compatible, and who flirinks from the dread- 
ful neceffity of makmg an ele6lion between 
them?' If we are compelled to fpeculate, upon 
what the condu£i of Great Britain, and the 
condition of Jreland probably will be, after 
our independent Legiflatui^e fliall be aboliflied, 
muft we not enquire how thefe things were, 
before it was eftabliftied ? And if we do en- 
quire fmay God avert the neceffity)— fl:iall 
we not -enquire with freedom, as long as we 
are freemen ? I fliall fo far at prefent fub- 
mit to the Patriot Secretary, as to poftpone 
this enquiry. The defperate projeO: may be 
relinquiflied. It may become the duty, as it 
is the wifti, of every loyal Irifliman, to bury 
in oblivion paft melancholy details. The me- 
mory of our misfortunes fltiay, no doubt, bo- 
come a fliicld to protcS us againft tftcir re- 
currence J but like the obfulotc armour of our 
anccftorj, it fliould be left to the ruft of time, 
and not brought into ufe, but upon the laft 
neceffity. X. 

A QJJERY FOR CASUISTS. 

Do^or M'Kema^t pamphlet argues, that aa 
Union is neceffary, to protefl the Catholics 
from the Orangemen. 

The pamphlet. Union or not, b^ an Orange* 
man, argues, that an Union is neceffary tp 
proteft the Orangemen from the Catholics. 

The pamphlet afcribed to' the Secretary, 
argues, that an Union is neceffary for both 
the above purpofes. 

Quere— which of the three arguments is 
true? 



A. B'sfong is too perjonal; the M. S. S. wiU 

be left wherever the author direSls, 
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